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Is Docxinc Horses Crirnat ? 


The Bench of Magistrates at Halifax has dismissed 
the case in which a veterinary surgeon was charged 
with having cruelly ill-treated and tortured a horse 
by “‘docking.”” The prosecutor has given notice of 
appeal and should his superiors be possessed of the 
courage of their convictions there is hope of a final 
decision being obtained from a High Court. 


The operation of docking consists in amputating a 


portion of the tail with an instrument that severs | 


the organ at one cut. After this, bleeding has to be 
stopped, and some practitioners use for the purpose a 
red hot iron, whilst others tie the hair tightly with a 
string just below the stump, after putting a small 
pad of cotton wool on the cut surface. It is claimed 
for the actual cautery that it is a perfect antiseptic, 
that it is a safe hemostatic, and that it, alone 
of all methods, enables a horse at once to re- 
sume work. 
hair that it is painless, and that it favours heal- 
ing. There is a difference of opinion as to whether 
the tail should be incised through a joint or 
through the middle of a bone. There is no great 
importance in this when the actual cautery is used 
to complete the operation, and it is a very fine ques- 
tion to determine the exact spot which will result 
in either position being attained by the most careful 
operator. 


From a surgical point of view the operation is not 


difficult except in the case of a very thick ‘‘ dock ”’— | 


a condition found in all horses where the operation is 
effected very close to the body, especially in coarse- 
bred animals. Healing varies in duration; some- 
times swelling takes place, sometimes a large slough 
is detached. The worst sequel is tetanus, but this is 
rare, except in some few localities where all wounds 
are liable to this dangerous infection. 


There are few operations attended with less pain 
than docking, if we are to believe the evidence of 
our eyes and draw conclusions from the behaviour 
of the horse. Some horses will continue feeding 
throughout the whole performance, some will resist 
violently every step, even that of having the hair 
tied up, preliminary to amputation. The degree 
of pain inflicted is not easy to estimate exactly, 
and veterinarians differ in their statements. In 
the Halifax trial it was stated that docking ‘is 
very painful,” that it caused ‘‘ a sharp but moment- 
tary pain,” that it produced ‘severe shock to 
the nervous system,” that it was ‘‘ worse than castra- 
tion,” that the “use of the iron was the most pain- 


It is claimed for the ligature of the | 


favoured with the evidence upon which they are 
based. One witness asserted that “the tail was not 
less sensitive than any other part of the body.” This 
is a bold assertion, and, as the human being is not 
blessed with a tail, one that can only be deduced 
from some anatomical and physiological theories with 
which we are unacquainted. To dogmatise about the 
degree of sensibility possessed by different animals in 
different parts of their bodies is dangerous and mis- 
leading. Howdo you know? is a question such a 
witness would find rather hard to answer. A man 
may lose an arm in battle and feel neither shock nor 
| pain, whilst a thorn in the finger will cause the same 
| individual intense pain in his own house. One man 
perspires at the sight of a dentist’s door-plate, whilst 
another has been known to extract his own aching 
molar. A horse will eat grass whilst a fractured limb 
dangles by a piece of skin or a half divided tendon. 
| One animal will show every sign of fear and pain at 
a cut with a ladies driving whip, whilst another shows 
no quiver when flogged with a racing whip. Degrees 
of pain are indefinite, and their evidence most unre - 


liable. 


It may however safely be attirmed that docking does 
cause pain, and from this position we may compare it 
with other painful operations which are ee Beare daily 
without objection. The infliction of pain atts cruelty 
when it cannot be justified ; and justification is not for 
veterinarians but for the Courts of Law. Castration is 
painful but it is justified by its utility. The whole ques- 
tion then turns upon the utility of docking; and hen 
again come, from equally clever and experienced men, 
diversity of opinions. One says the operation “ serves no 
necessary or useful purpose so long as the tail is healthy.” 
Another says “there are many horses that are not safe to 
drive when undocked.” Four-in-hand coachmen are 
unanimous in believing that leaders are unsafe with un- 
docked tails. Horses that work in “tip” carts often 
have the end of the tail accidentally smashed, and then 
amputation is compulsory. It is asked whether preven- 
tion of this is not aw than attempts to mend the in- 
jured organ. Some horses have an unsightly twist in 
their tails which can only be removed by docking—Is 
this not justifiable ? Some horses havea knack of getting 
their tails over the reins or splash board—Is docking 
not justifiable ? 

To compare “docking” with “cropping” is illogical. 
The latter was solelya matter of fashion, whilst the 
former may be useful and necessary. The logical posi- 
tion seems to be that docking in definite cases is useful 
and necessary, but in the majority of cases it is merely 
done for fashion. A veterinary surgeon should only 
operate when the owner supplies him with a reason why 
he wishes the horse operated on. An unprofessional man 
should be fined at all times for performing operations on 
living animals. 





ful part.”” These are all opinions; and we are not 
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CANNABIS INDICA—ITS USE. 
By H. Goopwin, M.R.C.V.S., Antigua. 


Vet.-Capt. Rutherford, in his interesting paper of 
experiments on the use of ‘‘ Cannabis Indica,” read 
before the Central Veterinary Medical Society, refers 
to the stupor produced by large doses of this drug 
and its unsatisfactory after effects. He also goes on 
to say that the stupor, when profound, interferes 
with the action of other medicines, nursing, etc., and 
that it occasionally causes constipation. I am in- 
duced to send you the following, as I have never 
experienced the above objectionable symptoms, rather 
the reverse, so much so that for the past year or two 
its use has given me every satisfaction. 

I may here state that up to the present I have ad- 
ministered it only in cases of acute abdominal pain, 
whatever the pain may be due to, colic, impaction, 
volvulus etc. 

Unless positive (as much as we can be in cases of 
abdominal pain) of the ill effects of an oleaginous 
purge I give one immediately prior to the ‘‘ Cannabis 
Indica,” and when the use of enemas are necessary 


continue them during the time the animal is under’ 


its influence, with gratifying results. 

I think there is something more than diminution 
of sensibility manifested by an animal, as Vet.-Capt. 
Rutherford implies. In my experience the animal 
has the semblance of being in a calm, peaceful, and 
restful sleep, its recuperative powers uninterfered with. 
Let me illustrate— 

Some time ago I was called to attend a sick 
animal at the Government Stock Farm. I found it 
to be a foal a week old. It was lying on its side, 
occasionally turning its head to its penis, which was 
partly protruded. Made to stand it immediately be- 
came doubled with pain, the hind legs going under 
and forward, straining violently, groaning, and the 
urine passing in drops. The testicles had come down, 
and so had the intestines on both sides. I placed it 
on its back, found the hernia reducible, kept the 
animal there for a few minutes, where it lay perfectly 
quiet. I tried bandages and compresses to keep the 
hernia reduced, but it was of no avail, immediately it 
moved down they would come again. 

Having only chlorodyne with me at the time I gave 
it the following : 

Chlorod. ™mxx. 
Ol. Rici. 5iv. 
f. m. 
with orders to repeat the same in an hour’s time if 


necessary. My instructions were to keep it quiet and | 
down, if possible, and to give warm enemas con- | 


tinually. 

I saw it again in a couple of hours, but no relief 
had been obtained. It was nogy very weak and ex- 
hausted from pain, cold sweats patches over the 
body, the pulse quick, respirations frequent. I saw 
at once it was in extremis. I immediately gave it a 
drachm of ‘tr. Can. Ind.” in an ounce of water. In 
about ten minutes it was under its influence. It con- 
tinued unconscious for nearly twelve hours. 

At the end of that time it tried to rise, but there 








being symptoms of pain I gave it ten drops, which 
soon sent it off again. Before giving the last dose it 
took a little of the mother’s milk, with half a teaspoon 
of castor oil. 

The enemas were continued, feces in the shape of 
small pellets and very hard, occasionally passing 
away. The urine had passed freely, the heart’s 
action was much stronger, and respirations more 
regular, and there was a nice even surface tempera- 
ture. 

When it came to, about four hours after the second 
dose, I made the attendant continue giving the 
nourishment with a syringe, gently forcing the milk 
on the tongue. The third day it could with assistance 
nurse itself. 

No other treatment was adopted. On the fourth ; 
day it appeared to be perfectly well. 








Royal College of 
Veterinary Surgeons. 


Tae May Examrnations 1x Scoriann. 


The Written Examination was held in Edinburgh 
and in Glasgow on the 14th, and the Orals and 
Practical on and between the 18th and 25th of May. 
The following gentlemen passed their Final N 
Examination and (with the exception of Messrs. H. 
Britain and J. Rankine who are under the required 
age) were admitted members of the Royal College of 
Veterinary Surgeons :— 


Dick COLLEGE. 





Mr. J. Brownless* Mr. J. Grant M 
W. Cathcart J. H. Norris 
+H. Lomas W. B. Stableforth 
W. Murgatroyd R. C. Smith 
J. F. Talbot T. Wilkinson 
J. G. Blackwood A. Scott 
B. 8S. Cockerton J. R. Wardrope \ 
S. S. Forster M 
New COo.LLeGe. 
Mr. W. H. Savage Mr. J. H. Lomas 
H. Briggs R. S. Rowlands 
H. Brittain A. A. Wilson 
J. Pollard E. Segar 
G. C. Barber A. Munro 
' Giascow COLLEGE. Mr 
Mr. J. F. McEachran* | Mr. F. Russell 
J. R. McCall | J. Rankine 
G. N. Waugh | J. Laird 
G. Broom D. MeGeoch 
Lonpon COLLEGE. 
Mr M. Allan M 
r. 


The following passed their Third Examination :— 
Dick COLLEGE. 


Mr. J. H. Brown | Mr. W. Tart 
A. C. Burton | T. H. Tranter 
A. Gibson S. A. Winkup 
T. Loughran E. Lander 
C. A. Reid H. Leyshon 


H. Ryan 
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New Co.u.eGe. 
| Mr. G. J. Roberts 


GuLascow COLLEGE. 


Mr. R. H. Johnson , | Mr. H. O. Oliver 
J. C. Erskine | J. Smith 
D. Weir R. G. Jones 
J. W. Conchie 
LonDON COLLEGE. 


Mr. E. T. C. Ensor | Mr. T. W. Oakley 


The following passed their Second Examina- 


Mr. E. Morrison 


tion :— 
Dick COLLEGE. 
Mr. R. Garret | wir. J. F. Joyce 
R. Bryden + H. W. Leech 
A. E. A. Charles * G. H. Livesey 
+ F. W. Coates +t E. Little 
J. Cowan * W. Ludgate 
W. P. Cushnahan E. Mossman 
D. G. W. Galt J. A. MeGregor 
* J. J. Garside + J. MeIlvenna 
*R. Garraway J. J. O'Connor 
+ W. Girvan E. O'Neil 
+ A. Gofton * A. Robb 
T. Hogg J. A. Russell 
C. P. Hynes + W.S. King 





New CoLiLeEGE. 


Mr. G. E. Hamilton | Mr. A. MeNae * 
T. C. Howatson * D. M‘Donald 
J. Bradley R. A. Plunkett 
+ H. Dyson | + H. Taylor 
* J. Evans C. R. Levist 
* W. Gasgoyne R. Butler 


Giascow COLLEGE. 
Mr. E. Soutter | Mr. J. Montgomery 
* W. Watson J. Aitken 
D. M‘Hattie | F. Timing 
The following passed their First Examination :— 
Dick COLLEGE. 


Mr. W. J. Boyd Mr. T. Harper 
J. Cockroft W. Hepburn 
F. H. W. Cundell J. Hobday 
C. A.W. Cunningham | +t R. B. Littler 
R. A. Edwards T. Nunan 
J. Forrest E. A. Ryan 
G. Garden S. E. Sampson 


New Co.L.ece. 
| Mr. B. Runciman t 
T. Runciman 
A. Spruell 
J. Stafford 
A. A. Walker 
W. H. Bradley 


Giascow COLLEGE, 
Mr. W. G. Forbes 


Mr. E. Ashworth 
8. C. Binks 
W. G. Brindred 
F. Crossley 
J. P. Dunphy 
H. Martin 


Mr. F. P. Beck 


| 





J. Allan 


Lonpon COLLEGE. 
* Kumar Shri Jettrye 


T. Price 


+ first honours. 


R. RutHerForD, F.R.C.V.S. 
Secretary to Board of Examiners. 


” ” ” ” 





| 
Marked thus * passed with second honours. 
| 





THE ANNUAL MEETING. 

The Annual General Meeting was held on Wednesday, 
the President, Mr. R. C. Trigger, being in the chair. The 
following gentlemen were present :—Messrs. H. J. 
Simpson, Wartnaby, J. F. Simpson, Malcolm, Rutherford, 
Ward, Harris, Jacobs, Mason, Savournin, Bower, Mac- 
Cormack, Mayall, McFadyean, Penberthy, Block, Blake- 
way, Shipley Jr.. Wragg, F. B. Lowe, J. A. W. Dollar, 
T. A. Dollar, Stevens, Walters, Nunn, Villar, Barrett, 
G. C. Lowe, Woodger, Dawson, Hobday, Wilson, Hooper 
Olver, Pritchard, Lambert, W. W. Dollar, Hunting. 
Reekie ; Gen. Sir F. FitzWygram Bart.; and Vet.-Major 
Philips. , 

In opening the meeting the PrestpENT said he had 
great oo in welcoming the members at the 54th 
Annual Meeting and in asking their criticism on the 
Report. Fortunately, it was not his province to do the 
speaking, but there were just one or two matters he would 
like to anticipate. He wanted first of all to call atten- 
tion to the unfortunate mistake in the directions 
on the voting paper, but he could assure the mem- 
bers that no one regretted the mistake which had 
occurred, entirely through inadvertence, more than the 
secretary. So far as could be judged, the chief conse- 
quence of the mistake was that it had entailed a large 
amount of labour upon the scrutineers ; it had in no way 
affected the results of the election. Every absolutely 
good vote was counted with the result that the election 
came out with every candidate in a certain position, and 
then the scrutineers took the separate votes of those who 
had voted again, but in no case did the amended votes 
alter the position of any candidate on the poll. The ab- 
sclutely bad votes were separately tested and the scruti- 
neers were kind enough to see what the result would 
have been had those votes been valid, and the result was 
again that in no cases was the position of any candidate 
altered. There was one other matter on the report 
which was nut complete, and from the nature of things 
could not be complete at the time the report was drawn 
up, and that was with regard to the Scotch Bill. The 
Report simply stated that a committee had been ap- 
pointed to wait upon the Lord Advocate. He (the 
President) was very pleased to inform the members that 
the result had been that Clause 40 had been amended 
as was wished, and Clause 57 confirmed in every way to 
their advantage. It still had to gotothe House of 
Commons, but he believed that wasa mere matter of 
form, and it might be taken as practically settled. In 
fact, he was assured by the solicitor that it would be a 
very unusual thing to find any alteration made now. It 
was a very gratifying result, and nobody, except the 
solicitor and himself, could know the trouble incurred 
and the correspondence which had taken place with 
reference to the matter. 

On the motion of Mr. J. I. Simpson, seconded by Mr. 
WARTNABY, the minutes of the last annual meeting were 
taken as read, and confirmed. 

SCRUTINEERS’ Report. 


The Scrutineers declared the result of the poll to be as 
follows :— 


Carter 814. 
Cope 552. 
Edgar 633. 
Irving 174. 
Kettle 273. 
Kidd 452. 
Leeney 117. 
McCall 825. 
Mulvey 710. 
Nunn 464, 
Pallin 486. 
Reekie 98. 
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Sewell 449, 
Williams, W., 747. 
Williams, W. O., 606. 
Wragg 898. ; 
The PrEsIpENT declared the following gentlemen to 
be elected: Messrs. Wragg, McCall, Carter, W. Williams, 
Mulvey, Edgar, W. O. Williams, and Cope. 


ANNUAL REPORT. 


The Annual Report, on the motion of Professor PEN- 
BERTHY, seconded by Mr. Mason, was taken as; read ; 
and on the motion of the PRESIDENT, seconded by Col. 
WALTERS, it was adopted unanimously, without any 
discussion. 


Votre or THANKS TO SCRUTINEERS. 


Mr. Mason moved a vote of thanks to the Scrutineers. 
After the painstaking and cheerful manner the Scruti- 
neers had performed their duty it was only right that 
the members should heartily thank them. 

Mr. J. F. Smwpson seconded the motion. He said he 
had had an opportunity of observing the Scrutineers’ 
—_ and it was undoubtedly carried out admirably by 
them. 

The resolution was carried unanimously. 


Vote or THANKS TO PRESIDENT. 


Prof. PENBERTHY said he was sure that after the most 
agreeable, almost unique meeting of the Royal College 
of Veterinary Surgeons, the members would support him 
in offering a hearty vote of thanks to the President and 
Chairman. (Applause.) He had great pleasure in pro- 

sing that the thanks of the members be given to the 

*resident for the manner in which he had conducted the 
business of the meeting and, so far as it had gone, the 
affairs of the College during the present year. 

Mr. DoLLaR seconded the motion, which Vet.-Major 
J. J. Paitips, A.V.D., supported, and it was carried with 
acclamation. 

The PRESIDENT, in replying, thanked the members 
heartily. He thought the kind manner in which they 
had adopted the report showed their perfect approval of 
the action of the Council during the past year. There 
was no doubt that very many and important changes had 
taken place— or at least if they had not been inaugurated, 
had come into operation in the past year—and he ven- 
tured to think that now the Council were becoming 
masters of the large amount of work, which at first was 
rather new and complicated to them, there was a very 
great future before the members of the College. The 
members had very kindly made allowance for many de- 
fections on the part of the Council. 








THE “DOCKING” OF HORSES. 
Important Test Case aT HALIFAX. 
( Reported.) 





The charge of cruelty against John Appleyard, veter- 
inary surgeon, and Radcliffe Ingham, farmer, Wheatley, 
Halifax, came before the Halifax Borough Magistrates 
again on Monday last, the alleged offence consisting in the 
docking of a horse’s tail. On the previous occasions 
that the case was mentioned in court no evidence was 
given. The justices on the Bench were Mr. T. S. Scar- 
borough, Mr. J. Whitaker, Mr. J. Shoesmith, Mr. W. 
Barstow, and Mr. J. Shillito. Mr. Waugh and Mr. 
Colam were counsel for the prosecution, and the defen- 
dants were represented by Mr. McKeand, of Manchester. 
The summonses were taken out by Inspector R. Rigg, the 
local officer of the Royal Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Animals. 

Mr. Waugh, in opening the case, explained that the 





defendant Ingham was the owner of the colt, which was 
rising three years old, and that at his request Mr. Apple- 
yard performed the operation of docking upon the animal 
at a stable in Halifax on February 14. A large quantity 
of blood came from the tail. A hot iron was o tained, 
and an attempt was made to staunch the bleeding, but 
when the animal was subsequently being walked through 
the streets of Halifax, the tail still bled. The @himal, 
which was turned out to grass was seen on the 17th of 
February by one of the inspectors of the society. At 
that time the animal was suffering great pain, there being 
much tenderness about the tail. Both defendants were 
afterwards seen. Ingham, who paid 2s. 6d. for the opera- 


tion, said he had had the tail docked, because he was 


told it would strengthen the back parts of the horse, 
Appleyard stated that he did it to improve the animal’s 
appearance. The operation, he further explained, was 
done in two seconds, and he denied that it resulted in 
causing the animal any pain. The suggestion that the 
dock was less susceptible to pain than any part of the 
body of the horse was, according to professional evidence 
which would be called before the Court, absolutely ridi- 
culous. It was justas susceptible to pain, if they cut it, 
as any other part of the animal, and the healing process 
was also painful. The tail was a protection to a horse 
against insects, and, in addition to that, it was a »rotec- 
tion provided by Nature for the purpose of whisking off 
flies, or anything else, that might settle on its hind quar- 
ters. In the fore parts of an animal the skin was pro- 
vided with muscles, which contracted, and by that means 
it got rid of any substances that might come upon the 
surface of the skin. That, however, was not the case, 
so far as the hind quarters were concerned. He did not 
think the Bench would have any difficulty whatever in 
coming to the conclusion that a painful operation was 

rformed upon the colt in question. Therefore it would 
be for the defendants to show that they had reasonable 
ground for performing the _ operation. If they 
could not then they would be guilty within the 
section under which they were charged. Mr. Waugh 
then quoted the case of Ford v. Wiley (L.R., 23, Q.B.D.), 
calling special attention to the following paragraph in 
Mr. Justice Hawkin’s judgment :—“ Docking is another 
painful operation which no doubt may occasionally be 
justified, but I hold a very strong opinion against allow- 
ing fashion or the claim of the individual or any number 
of individuals to afford a justification for such a painful 
mutilation and disfiguration. The real reason why dock- 
ing was performed was stated by the defendant Apple- 
yard to the Society’s officer, and that was to improve 
the appearance of an animal. An animal which carried 
its tail well was more likely to be successful, either in 
the showyard or at an auction sale, than an animal 
which did not. All animals did not hold their tails well. 
By the operation of docking, a certain portion of weight 
was relieved, and the result was that the tail was carried 
at an improved ungle. He pointed out that race and 
cart horses were not docked. No horse would be 
purchased by the Government that had had its tail 
docked. To say, therefore, that docking was performed 
for a beneficial purpose was a mere quibble. This case 
was an important one to the veterinary profession, and 
he asked the Bench to say that docking was an operation 
which could not be recognised. 

The first witness was Tom Sutherland Beverley, black- 
smith, Mount Pellon, who stated that at half-past ten on 
Sunday morning, February 14th, the defendant Ingham 
took the horse to his stables, and Mr. Appleyard there 
docked the animal. It was docked in the usual way and 
seared with a hot iron. The witness, in cross-examine 
tion, said the horse never kicked at all while the tail 
was being cut, but became a little restless during the 
searing. He considered that the operation was performe¢ 
skilfully and properly. There was no bleeding when the 
animal left the stable. 
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Thomas Earnshaw, of 11, Sutcliffe Street, Pellon, 
Halifax, who saw the horse in the stable after the dock- 
ing had been accomplished, said the animal then stood 
still. When, however, the searing was commenced it got 
“a little queer.” He noticed a little blood at the horse’s 
hocks. 

Police-sergeant Gregson, of the Halifax Borough 
Police, next gave evidence to the effect that on the morn- 
ing in question he saw the defendant Ingham leading 
the horse through the streets of Halifax. This was after 
the operation. The animal was trembling very much, 
and its tail, as well as its hind quarters, was covered with 
blood. On the 17th of February, three days later, he 
and Inspector Brown, of Huddersfield, saw Ingham at 
his farm and had the animal procured. The stump of 
the tail was heated and inflamed, and the colt flinched 
when approached.—In reply to Mr. McKeand, said that 
when he saw the horse on the 14th he did not consider 
that it was his duty to stop the animal. 

Inspector Brown, the official referred to by the last 
witness, stated that Ingham told him that he had had 
the animal docked by a veterinary surgeon in the usual 
way. He inquired whether Ingham was aware that it 
was cruel al illegal, and the defendant replied “ No, I 
got it done by a proper man.” ; 

Mr. Waugh: Did Ingham say how much was taken off 
the tail ? 

The Witness: Yes, he said not more than two inches. 
He gave as the reason for having the operation performed 
that it would enable him to get a better price for the 
animal if he sold it. In company of Gregson I saw the 
animal and examined the tail. The horse became very 
restive and I requested Ingham to hold up the foot while 
I concluded my examination. The end of the dock was 
very sore and highly inflamed. Ingham said he paid 
2s. 6d. for the docking.—In cross-examination the witness 
denied that what Ingham told him was that the docking 
was a necessary operation. This was the first prosecu- 
tion against a veterinary surgeon that he had been en- 
gaged in. The majority of horses in Huddersfield were 
docked. 

Inspector Rigg, the Halifax officer of the prosecuting 
Society, followed in the witness-box. He was first of all 
examined in reference to an interview which he had with 
the defendant Appleyard on February 18. The witness 
said to him, “I have come to see you about that horse 
which you have docked for a man named Ingham.” Mr. 
Appleyard replied, “Yes, I have heard that Sergeant 
‘Gregson has reported it and that you have had an inspec- 
tor up to look at it. Ingham asked me to do so and I 
did it to improve the appearance of the animal. | will 
dock any horse if I think it will improve its appearance. 
You can summons me if you like. I consider it an in- 
sult that the police should interfere. I did it in a second 
and the animal did not suffer at all. It did bleed a bit ; 
T always let them do that.” I then said to Mr. Apple- 
yard, “Do I understand you to mean that it did not 
suffer during the operation, and won’t suffer during the 
healing process?” He replied, “ Most decidedly, it can- 
not be called suffering.” | further remarked, “I under- 
Stand that it isa young animal and will have to be put 
out to grass for some considerable time. Won't it suffer 
from the effects of flies, by not being able to whisk them 
off with its tail?” He answered “That’s all nonsense. 
Nature has provided a better means of getting rid of 
flies than by the tail.” Continuing, the witness deposed 
that on the 22nd he saw Ingham, who said that the horse 
was doing nicely, but that he would not have another 
done. The wound was still unhealed on April 4th. 

Mr. McKeand (to witness): Did Mr. Appleyard say to 
you that in his judgment the operation was a necessary 
one? No.—Did you know that he had docked horses 
before? I had heard of it ?—Are the majority of horses 
in Halifax docked? Over two-thirds are docked. 


Mr. Harold Leeney, M.R.C.V.S., of London, was next 
examined. The first question put to him was, “ Having 
heard the operation described, would that operation be 
performed without causing pain to the animal?” and he 
answered “ No, impossible.” He considered that docking 
was a very painful and unnecessary operation. During 
the process of healing, for some time, there would be 
pain to the animal. Speaking generally, it was a distinct 
disadvantage to an animal to have its tail docked. In 
the present case he had not heard anything to suggest 
that it was necessary to dock the animal at all. 

Mr. Waugh : Twelve inches of dock were left and only 
two inches taken away. From any point of view would 
| that be of any benefit ? 

The witness answered “No,” and added that the tail 
of the horse was endowed with no less degree of sensi- 
tiveness than any other part of the animal. 

Cross-examined Mr. Leeney admitted that he had 
docked many horses—possibly 300 or 400. 

Did it ever strike you as being wrong and cruel ? 
Yes.—Why did youdo it?) lhrough my poverty and not 
my will.—So you sacrificed your feelings to your 
pockets? Yes, I was obliged to do it.—Was not the pro- 
cess adopted by Mr. Appleyard the same as you em- 
ployed? I have done some that way, but not of late 
years.— Where do you carry on business now? Chelsea. 

In further cross-examination, the witness could not 
deny that a large proportion of the horses in London 
were docked. He was not prepared to say that the prin- 
cipal reason for the docking of horses was to obviate a 
danger to the horse itself, the driver, and the general 
public. He thought the principal reason was “ fashion.” 

Mr. Augustus Verney Wren, M.R.C-V.S., of Bury, 
Lancashire, likewise expressed the opinion that it would 
have been impossible to perform the operation described 
without causing the animal pain. The actual severing 
of the tail would cause sharp but momentary pain, and 
could not be done without a severe shock to the nervous 
system of the horse. The operation with the hot iron 
would be the most painful part of the operation. The 
animal, moreover, would in his judgment suffer incon- 
venience from the want of the tail—the inconvenience of 
removing foreign bodies from the hind part of the 
body. The operation was not at all necessary if the 
tail was in a normal condition. He did not know of any 
reason to have a horse docked, except “fashion.” 

Cross-examined by Mr. McKeand: Have you ever 
docked horses yourself! Yes.—-How many! I could 
not say.—Shall [ put the same number to you as I did 
to the last witness, viz., 360 or 400? I should think that 
will be near the mark.—-Did it ever strike you as being 
a very cruel thing tode? Yes, but I have done it to 
oblige my clients. If I did not do so they would go 
somewhere else.—Is that the excuse which you offer. 
Rightly or wrongly there is an idea among the public 
that it is dangerous to have long tails! Yes, there is 
that idea.—And that is one of the main reasons for dock- 
ing? I think not. Docking makes them more saleable 
—Is docking more painful than firingahorse? I should 
say one is about as painful as the other.—Is it worse 
than castration? That is a necessary operation.—Is it 
worse? Yes. (Signs of dissent among professional men 
in court). ; 

Re-examined by Mr. Waugh, the witness said that 
only undocked horses were used in the Army. The 
Government would not have horses that were docked. 

Questioned by the Counsel for the defence, Mr .Wren 
admitted that war horses attached to gun carriages were 
ridden. 

Professor Pritchard, an ex-president of the Royal 
College of Veterinary Surgeons, and a present member 
of the Council of that institution, was the last witness 
called by the prosecution. He stated, in reply to the 
questions of Counsel, that the tail was not less sensitive 





than any part of the body. The effect of the cutting was 
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to produce an incised wound. Both the operations of 
docking and cauterising unquestionably caused pain. 
Sometimes it took three months for the stem of the tail 
to heal after cauterisation and there was pain during 
that time. 

Mr. Waugh : In your opinion is any necessary or use- 
ful purpose served, speaking generally, by the removal of 
a horse’s tail ? 

The Witness : Not so long as it is in a healthy state. 

Mr. Waugh: Assuming there was a tail to remove 
owing to some malformation would you cause the end 
to be cauterised afterwards? No, I should not. I should 
use other means known to the profession to stop the 
bleeding.— Is any useful purpose served by cauterisation ? 
No.—It has been suggested that an animal is rendered 
more useful and better to drive when his tail is docked. 
Do you agree with that? No, I do not. The most valu- 
able harness horses in the world—the American trotting 
horse—are not docked.—Have you ever driven an un- 
docked horse? Yes, I drive one every other day now. I 
have found no difficulty.—Is an animal which has been 
docked any stronger in the back? No, it is ridiculous. 

Mr. McKeand: With regard to the American trotting 
horses, don’t you know, Professor Pritchard, that the 
gentlemen who drive them sit almost at the back of the 
animals themselves? Yes.—With a rein in each hand? 
Yes.—So that there is no possibility of the tails coming 
in contact with the reins. When did you come to the 
conclusion that docking was cruel? The first time I 
saw it done, many years ago.—How many horses have 
you docked? I dare say from 75 to 100.—Did you adopt 
the same process of docking as Mr. Appleyard? Yes. 

Further Cross-examined, Professor Pritchard said he 
had not docked any horses in recent years and he had 
not lost customers thereby. He agreed that a large pro- 
portion of the London horses were docked. He had 
given evidence in other cases for the Royal Society for 
the Prevention of Cruelty to animals. He had also 
given evidence against the Society. 

Re-examined, the witness said that in 1878 he ex- 
wessed the opinion that docking was cruel. Since then 
e had seen no reason to alter his opinion. Docking was 

a cruel and unnecessary operation. 


This was the conclusion of the case for the prosecution. 


For the defence, Mr. McKeand submitted that what 
the Act of Parliament contemplated was wanton and 
unnecessary cruelty, and not the act of docking. Pro- 
bably more than three-fourths of the horses of this 
country in general use were docked. It came, therefore, 
as a shock to the veterinary profession, whom he in- 


that docking was a necessary operation, alike in the 
interests of the public and the horses to be used in 
harness. A horse, he remarked, might get its tail 
over the reins or a part of the vehicle, and then there 
was a danger, not only of the horse damaging itself, 
but of doing injury to the driver and the occupants of 
the vehicle and the public. A horse was much cleaner 
with a short tail. There was less chance of mud irrita- 
tion about the thighs. = 

Mr. McKeand : As to the pain, if any, which is caused 
by the operation of docking, Professor Williams, will 
you give us your opinion? There is momentary pain ; 
the division of the skin is the most painful part of the 
operation.—Is searing a proper thing todo? Yes.—Is it 
painful? Momentary; just the first touch. I may 
state I have not seen any bad results from searing. Nor 
have I seen any effect upon the nervous system.—In 
your opinion is docking a necessity? Certainly it is, and 
will sometimes cure a kicker. 

Mr. Colam started his cross-examination of Professor 
Williams by asking whether cauterisation was not only a 
relic of a barbarous age. The witness dissented and 
said the actual cautery was now applied in surgery 
among women as being the safest way of arresting 
bleeding. 

Mr. Colam: Instead of antiseptics? Antiseptics are 
used as well.— Suppose a man’s leg was removed would 
you use a hot iron in that case? No.—At the end of a 
horse’s tail there is scarcely any tissue. I am decidedly 
of opinion that to a horse docking only causes momentary 

ain. 
.———e further, the professor said it was 
correct that on August 7th, 1884, he answered a question 
for the Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to 
Animals that docking was carried on to a degree tha t 
was excessive and should be discontinued. What he 
had in his mind at the time was the operation performed 
by unqualified men. His present opinion was that the 
degree to which docking was carried on was not exces- 
sive, and, further, that it should not be discountenanced. 

The Chairman : Then you have changed your mind? 

Professor Williams: I have explained what was in my 
mind in 1884. In the discussion which had taken place 
aboutthat time the malpractices of the operation were 
brought forward. I still object to the operation being 
done by unqualified persons. 

‘The Chairman : If it were merely fashion you would 
object to itnow? Certainly. 

Mr. Tom Mitchell, spinner and manufacturer, of Brad- 
ford, and a well-known breeder of hackneys, was the 
next to enter the witness-box At the outset of his evi- 





directly represented, that suddenly a prosecution should 
be commenced which practically meant that for the 
future, if a-conviction followed, docking should not be 
allowed. Every operation must, of necessity, give pain, 
and docking undoubtedly caused pain. So, however, 
did firing and blistering horses. Yet those acts had 
never been objected to as an extremely painful opera- 
tion. It was not suggested that, in the carrying out of 
the docking, the defendant Appleyard performed it in 
other than a skilful manner. The veterinary profession 
were generally agreed that docking was absolutely neces- 
sary. They were of this opinion, not because it madé 
animals more saleable, but because long tails were highly 
dangerous in driving to the person driving, to the public 
generally, and to the animal itself. The case quoted by 
Mr. Waugh did not apply here, as it referred to the dis- 
horning of cattle. In conclusion, he urged that docking 
was a necessary operation, that it was no breach of the 
law of this country to dock and that it did not cause 
more pain than was absolutely necessary. 


Professor Williams, Principal of the New Veterinary 
College, Edinburgh, and an ex-president of the Royal 





College of Veterinary Surgeons, told the court that he 
had had 40 years practice since he qualified. He believed 





dence he mentioned that he had docked as many as 
from 30 to 40 horses—principally hackneys and hunters 
—in a day. He thought it was absolutely necessary 
that every horse which was to be driven should be 
docked, for the reasons stated by Professor Williams. 
There was this additional reason that there were horses 
which could not possibly be driven in pairs if they were 
not docked. Something had been said about the trotting 
horses in America. He wished to point out that the 
tails of these animals were tied. In nine out of ten 
trotting matches the tails were tied. As in drawing 
teeth, there was pain in docking, but not so much. 
great many horses were docked without the searing. He 
would not dock a racehorse but would a hunter. He 
considered that the operation which had been described 
in this case was properly, skilfully, and humanely per- 
formed. 

Mr. Waugh: Is there any necessity to use any other 
means than antiseptic means after the docking’ Yes, 
for you cannot always stop the bleeding by antiseptics. 
—Why should not bunters be ridden with long tails ! 
It would be impossible to take a horse with a long tail 
through a cover. I am surprised at Mr. Waugh asking 
the question. I know, however, that he does not mean 
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it—(Laughter.) The Chairman: Mr. Waugh is a barris- 
ter. (Renewed laughter.) 
In answer to questions from the bench, Mr. Mitchel] 
said that undoubtedly the horse in question suffered 
pain, but its pain was not to be compared with that 
resulting from castration, firing, and other things at 
which the Royal Sogiety for the Prevention of Cruelty 
to Animals winked. ; 
Professor Axe, an ex-president of the Royal College of 
Veterinary surgeons, considered that docking was neces- 
sary. Heconfirmed the reasons which had been ad- 
vanced in justification of the operation. He thought 
the freedom from accidents in this country was due to 
the fact that 90 per cent. of the horses were docked. If 
it were not for docking they would have accidents in the 
streets of London every day. He approved of the 
process adopted by Mr. Appleyard. The tail was 
not a highly sensitive part of the animal. When the 
skin of the tail was divided the pain which was pro- 
duced in severing the other tissues was of a very trifling 
character indeed. In the hands of a skilful operator 
the tail would be divided between the joints of the 
bones in nine cases out of ten. In his view and under 
existing conditions the application of the cautery was the 
most efficient and the most desirable mode of procedure. 
He did not think that docking caused any extraordinary 
pain. The operation was not to be compared with 
castration. 

Mr. J. A. W. Dollar. of New Bond Street, London, and 
Vice-president of the Royal College of Veterinary Sur- 
geons, said he was of opinion that in regard to a large 
number of horses docking was a necessary operation. He 
agreed with the views expressed by previous witnesses 
He had docked horses. He was strongly in favour of 
the actual cautery, that opinion being based on the 
results of experiments which he had conducted. A well- 
bred English horse was infinitely more spirited, more 
nervous, and more given to resent interference than the 
Continental horse. The sume thing applied in a large 
degree tothe American horse. 

Mr. William Woods, F.R.C.V.S., and an examiner, 
emphatically agreed with the previous witnesses. They 
might possibly do away with docking but it was a useful 
operation and an operation which rendered acccidents 
less liable. 

Mr. Lawrence Butters, veterinary surgeon to the 
Liverpool United Tramways Company, spoke to having 
3,700 horses under hischarge. He would not buy an un- 
docked horse. 

Mr. Tedbar Hopkin, veterinary surgeon to the Salford 
Corporation, thought docking was essential for the well- 
being of the community at large. ; 

Mr. W. A. Taylor, M.R.C.V.S., of Manchester, said 
that as docking was a necessary operation in the 
majority of cases he did not consider it cruel. 

Mr. S. Locke, M.R.C.V.S., also of Manchester, did not 
think there was any extreme pain by docking. 

Mr. Henry Howse, M.R.C.V.S., of Lincoln, was of 
opinion that with the operation of docking scientifically 
and properly carried out, the pain was reduced to a 
minvuun. 

Mr. Joseph Mackinder, M.R.C.V.S., of Peterborough, 
generally indorsed the evidence for the defence. 

_Mr. Robert Whitworth, a large breeder of hackneys, 
living at Halifax, said that docking was not so painful 
or crue] as “ breaking ” a horse. 

Mr. G. E. Bowman, veterinary surgeon to the Leeds 
Corporation, said there was little pain if the operation of 
ocking was properly performed. 

_ Col. Thwaites, a well-known hackney breeder and 
judge, residing at Harrogate, entirely corroborated the 
evidence of Mr. Tom Mitchell. 

_Mr. Joseph Welsh, job master, Manchester, gave 





After 50 minutes’ deliberation in private, the Chair- 
man announced that the Bench had decided to dismiss 
the case. 

Mr. Waugh said that if the Bench would state their 
findings it would perhaps enable them to deal with the 
; Matter in a superior court. The veterinary profession as 
well as the Society which he represented were desirous 
of having an authority on the subject. 

The Chairman : If you would like a case we are quite 
prepared to state it. 

The proceedings then terminated, having lasted nearly 
six hours, with a luncheon interval of thirty minutes. — 





EXTRACTS AND NOTES. 


GLASGOW ViETERTNARY COLLEGE. 


At the recent examinations medals granted by the 
Highland and Agricultural Society, the late Professor 
Allen Thomson, of London, and Principal MeCall, and 
certificates of merit, were awarded in the different bran- 
ches of study as follows :— 

Medicine, surgery, and obstetrics (horse), written exam- 
tnation—Silver medal —J. R. M‘Call ; first-class certifi- 
cate—R. G. Anderson and J. F. M‘Eachran ; second- 
class certificate—J. Rankine, J. P. Heath, and J. Mar- 
shall. 

Medicine and surgery and obstetrics (cattle), written 
eramimation—Silver medal—J. R. M‘Call; first-class 
certificate—J. F. M‘Eachran and R.G. Anderson ; second- 
class certificate—James Rankine, John Marshall, and 
George Waugh. 

Materia medica and therapeuties—silver medal—J. I. 
Smith ; first-class certificate—H. Oliver, R. G. Jones, and 
James T. Shannon ; second-class certificate—J ohn Steven- 
son, Jas. C. Erskine, and J. W. Conchie. 

Pathology and bacteriology—Silver medal—-R. GQ, 
Jones ; first-class certificate— J. T. Shannon, H. Oliver, 
and J. I. Smith ; second-class certificate—J. C. Erskine, 
James Rankin, and John Stevenson. 

Veterinary hygiene and dietetics—Silver medal—H. 
Oliver ; first-class certificate—J. T. Shannon and C. W. 
Mackay ; second-class certificate—J. 1. Smith, and J. W. 
Conchie. 

Parasitoloqgy—Silver medal—J ohn Marshall ; first-class 
certificate—John Marshall, J. R. M‘Call, J. FP. M‘Eachran 
and R. G. Anderson. 

Zoology—Silver medal—John Allan ; first-class certifi 
cate—W. G. Forbes and Harold Rogers ; second-class 
certificate—F. B. Beck, James M‘Cutcheon, and John 
Danskin. 

Junior Anatomy—Silver medal—J. Danskin ; first 
class certificate—W. G. Forbes ; second-class certificate 

J. Allen and F. B. Beck. 

Senior Anstomy—Silver medal-—-D. M‘Hattie ; first 
class certificate—J. Montgomery ; second-class certificate 
W. Watson and J. J. Aitken. 

Physiology—Silver 1-edal—W. Watson ; first-class cer 
tificate—J. Montgomery; second-class certificate- ]). 
M‘Hattie and J.J. Aitken. 


Chemistry—Silver medal—.J. Allen ; first-class certifi 
cate—J Allen, F. B. Beck, and J. M‘Cutcheon ; second- 
class certificate—W. G. Forbes and J. A. M‘Intyre. 


Botany—Silver medal—F. b. Beck ; first-class certifi- 
cate—J. A. M‘Intyre and John Allen ; second-class cer 
tificate—W. G. Forbes and J. M‘Cutcheon. 

Practical Examination of Horses as to Age, Soundness, 
Operations &e.—Gold medal (by Principal M‘Call)—J. FP. 
M‘Eachran. 

Practical Examination of Cattle and Sheep as to Age, 





similar evidence, and the case for the defence then | Soundness, Operations, d&e.—Gold medal (by Principal 
M‘Call)—-J. R. M‘Call. 


concluded. 
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GLASGOW VETERINARY COLLEGE MEDICAL 
ASSOCIATION. 


At a meeting of the members of this Society, convened 
within the Theatre of the College—-Principal M‘Call in 
the chair—the following gentlemen were awarded the 
Honorary and Fellowship Diplomas of the Society :— 
Messrs. James, Deans, Rankin, Hamilton ; James Laird, 
Coatbridge ; George Broom, Glasgow ; George Waugh, 
Glasgow ; F. Russell, Ballynahinch, Co. Down; David 
M‘Geoch, Paisley; J. R. M‘Call, Easterhouse ; J. F. 
M‘Eachran, Campbeltown. 








IMPORTANT PROSECUTION UNDER SWINE 


FEVER REGULATIONS. 





At the Shepton Mallet Police Court 21st May, before 
Colonel Napier (chairman) and other magistrates, 
William Clacer was summoned for having held, on the 
22nd April, at Batcombe Lodge, a sale of swine without 
a licence from the Local Authority or the Board of 
Agriculture. He was further summoned for exposing 
for sale without a licence 216 pigs. The prosecution, 
which was at the instance of the County Council of 
Somerset, was conducted by Mr. Vachell, instructed by 
Mr. W. Dunn, clerk to the County Council, and Mr. 
Metcalfe was council for the defence, instructed by Mr. 
Trevor Davies, of Yeovil and Sherborne. The case 
occupied the bench some time, and was of considerable 
interest to dealers and auctioneers. The facts were as 
follows :—In March defendant saw Mr. C. Moody, 
auctioneer, and asked him if he would sell some pigs of 
his, and he consented. In April, acting upon instruc- 
tions, Mr. Moody advertised a sale of 300 pigs on 
defendant’s premises for the 22nd April, and wrote to 
the clerk of the County Council for the necessary 
licence to sell under the Swine Fever Orders. Corres- 
pondence passed between Mr. Moody and Mr. Dunn, 
and defendant went to Frome and saw Mr. Dunn, and 
in the end the licence was refused. On the 22nd April, 
the day fixed for the sale, about 100 people, farmers and 
dealers, assembled at defendant’s place, and defendant 
sold the pigs, or 111 of them, himself; but the conten- 


tion for the defence was that these pigs were sold; 


privately, and that there was no public sale within the 
meaning of the Act. For the prosecution it was con- 
tended that if such a sale could be held the orders regu- 
lating the movement and sale of swine would be in- 
operative. The facts were not seriously disputed, but 
the chief argument of defendant’s council was that the 
sales were not public sales, but were all private bargains, 
Mr. Vachell pointed out that if the cases were proved 
against the defendant he had rendered himself liable to 
penalties of upwards of £1,000. The bench came to the 
unanimous opinion that the sale was an illegal one, and 
fined defendant £5, for the exposure for sale he was 
fined £5 8s., being at the rate of 6d. a pig, and the costs 
came to £4 8s. 6d., making a total of fines and costs of 
£14 16s. 6d.— Bristol Times. 








POISONING AN ELEPHANT, 
Narrow Escape oF A MEDICAL GENTLEMAN. 





The large elephant that escaped from Cross’s Mena- 
gerie, a few weeks ago and caused such an amount of 
excitement has been kept chained by the four legs in an 
outhouse on the farm on which it was fist captured, 
and in charge of three keepers. Mr. Cross, thinking it 
not advisable to bring 1t back, for fear it might do more 
damage, ordered it to be shot. 


Fearing, however, that 





if the first shot did not take effect, the animal might go 
mad or break away, Mr. Cross resolved to try a better 
lan. One Saturday morning a party drove out to 
etherton with all the appliances for destroying it by 
poison. A medical man carried with him a large bottle 
of prussic acid, and a package of aconitum, a quantity of 
buns, apples, carrots, etc. The latter were given to the 
elephant, which he ate with relish. A large carrot, with 
the inside scraped out, and the top left for asplug, was 
then filled with aconitum, and passed to the beast, who 
swallowed it in an instant. “There,” said the medical 
man, “he has swallowed enough poison to settle 2,000 
ople.” This dose, however, did not settle the élephant, 
for 1e seemed to go on eating as before, and seemed to 
feel no effects. After some time anxiously waiting and 
watching in the drenching rain and bitter cold, and no 
sign of the poison taking effect, it was resolved to try the 
prussic acid. The bottle was brought, and a large brass 
syringe filled with this deadly poison; but the point 
arose—-“* How was it to be put into the animal’s mouth ?” 
The keeper, however, coaxed it to open its mouth by 
holding a bun high up, and the chance was then taken 
of injecting the acid into the mouth. The elephant 
seemed to dislike this very much, and a drink of water 
for which it appeared to crave was given to it. Instead 
of swallowing the water, however, this sensible creature 
just washed its mouth out like a human being, and let 
the water run out on to the flooi, and appeared as well 
as ever. Another syringe full of the liquid was then 
brought, but the elephant would not allow any one to ap- 
roach it, seeming to know what the syringe meant. 
veryone was at his wits’ end to know what to do next. 
After much waiting a novel idea was hit upon, namely 
to wrap the syringe in a bag. This done, more food was 
thrown into the elephant’s mouth, and the syringe was 
allready when suddenly a cry that sent a thrill of horror 
through the whole party was heard—“ Father, I am 
done.” It appeared that the gentleman using the springe 
was smoking a cigarette, and having his mouth partially 
open had inhaled some of the prussic acid, and was 
nearly gone. The other medical gentleman, knowing 
what to do under the circumstances, had him carried to 
a pump, and cold water was poured on his head till it 
nearly took his breath away. This gentleman would 
certainly have lost his life had there not been anyone 
present knowing what remedy to apply. By this time 
the elephant showed signs of uneasiness, leaning against 
the wall, lifting its feet, and so on. Another dose of 
oison was given to end him quickly, and in about three 
ours it was seen to be doing its work. Without any 
plunging the animal quietly fell over on its side, and was 
dead in an instant. The carcase has been given to the 
Medical School. 








' DOG MUZZLING. 
IMPORTANT EXTENSION OF THE ORDER. 





The following shows a recent extension of the Dog 
Muzzling Order as applied to London and the surround- 
ing districts to a number of other counties and boroughs 
as follows : Derbyshire—The petty sessional divisions of 
Repton and Swadlincote, being that portion of the 
county south of the river Trent. Gloucestershire—The 
county (except the petty sessional divisions of Thorn 
bury, Sodbury, Lawford’s Gate, Stow, and Fairford, and 
the parishes of Didmarton, Little Barrington, Sherborne, 
Aldsworth, and Windrush) and the boroughs of Chelten- 
ham and Gloucester. Hereford—Both county and 
borough. Lancashire-—The county (except the Hundred 
of Lonsdale North of the Sands), and the Boroughs of 
Accrington, Ashton-under-Lyne, i Blackburn, 
Blackpool, Bolton, Bootle, Burnley, Bury, Chorley, 
Clitheroe, Colne, Darwen, Eccles, Haslingden, Heywood, 
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Lancaster, Liverpool, Manchester, Middleton, Mossley 
Nelson, Oldham, Preston, Rawtenstall, Rochdale, St! 
Helens, Salford, Southport, Warrington, Widnes, Wigan. 
Leicestershire—The county (except the petty sessional 
division of Belvoir), the borough of Leicester and the 
borough of Loughborough. Nottinghamshire—The petty 
sessional divisions of Nottingham and Bingham, and the 
borough of Nottingham. Shropshiie—The county (except 
the petty sessional divisions of Bishop’s Castle, Clun and 
Purslow, and Pontesbury, and the parish of Wollaston), 
the borough of Shrewsbury, and the borough of Wenlock. 
Staffordshire—The petty sessional divisions of Penk- 
ridge, Rugeley, Lichtield and Brownhills, Tamworth, 
Wolverhampton, Bilston, Sedgley, Willenhall, Rushall, 
Handsworth, Smethwick, Wednesbury, Tipton, Rowley 
Regis, and Kingswinford and Wordsley, and the boroughs 
of Lichfield, Tamworth, Walsall, Wednesbury, West 
Bromwich, Wolverhampton. Warwichkshire—-The county, 
and the boroughs of Birmingham, Coventry, Leamington, 
and Warwick. Worcestershire—The county (except the 
parishes of Evenlode and Daylesford), and the boroughs 
of Dudley, Kidderminster, and Worcester. 








PARLIAMENTARY. 


CRUELTY TO ANIMALS. 


In the House of Commons :— 

Captain DoNELAN, in the absence of Mr. MacNeill, 
asked the Secretary of State for the Home Department 
whether his attention had been directed to the report of 
the proceedings in Scotland Yard on May 14th, when Sir 
Edward Bradford, the Commissioner of Police, received | 
a deputation from the Humanitarian League to lay be- | 
fore him a resolution passed at a public meeting in St. | 
Martin’s Town Hall, on May 5, urging that the London | 
police should be instructed to act more promptly and on | 
their own initiative when they witnessed any ill-usage | 
of horses by flogging or overloading in the streets, and to | 
the remark of the Commissioner of Police with reference | 
to the contrast drawn between the action of the Metro- | 
politan and City police in cases of ill-usage of horses, | 
that the City police were able to act more vigorously | 
because they had a much smaller area to control, and | 
convictions might be more easily obtained before Alder- 
men in City Courts ; and whether he would take any | 
steps to assimilate the practice of the Metropolitan to 
that of the City police in checking cruelty to animals in 
the streets. 

Sir M. W. Ripiey (Lancashire, Blackpool).—I have | 
communicated with the Commissioner, and he informs | 
me that he had what he thought was a private conversa- 
tion with three gentlemen representing this league ; but 
that he cannot accept the report alluded to in the ques- 
tion as an. accurate account of what passed, and that he 
certainly did not intend to convey that the practice of 
the City police in the matter differs from that of the 
Metropolitan police. I am fully confident that the Com- 
missioner will do everything in his power to further the | 
humane objects which the league has at heart. 

Captain DonELaN asked whether it was not the duty 
of the police to see that gravel was used on the streets in 
slippery weather. 

Sir M. W. Rrptey was not aware that such was the 
duty of the police ; he imagined it was the duty of those 
who had charge of the roads. 

LymMpPH SuPPLY. 


Sir W. Prresttey (Edinburgh and St. Andrews 
Universities) asked the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board what course he proposed to take in conse- 
quence of the recommendation of the Royal Commission 
on Vaccination as to the lymph supply to be issued in 
future by the National Vaccine Establishment. 
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Mr. CHAPLIN said,—Shortly after the issue of the re- 
port of the Royal Commission on Vaccination I issued 
fresh instructions to public vaccinators by which they 
are enabled, whenever they deem it desirable, to use calf 
lymph instead of humanized lymph. T have also been 
making inquiries abroad as to the preparation and em- 
ployment of glycerinated calf lymph. The report on this 
subject has been somewhat delayed by reason of the fact 
that in some Continental countries public vaccination is 
practically suspended during the winter months and is 
only resumed in May. But, from the information 
already before me, it is more than probable, in my 
opinion, that glycerinated calf lymph will be found to 
present distinct advantages over other forms of vaccine 
lymph ; and one of the points which I shall have to con- 
sider will he hew far it may be practicable for me to 
issue a gratuitous supply cf vaccine lymph in this form 
to all registered medical practitioners sam, wa for it. I 
shall also have to consider how far any considerable 
change, such as is indicated, in the form or the extent of 
the lymph supply from the National Vaccine Establish 
ment will be practicable pending fresh legislation on 
the whole question.—7'he Times. 








Diseases of Animals in Irelaad. 


In the Blue Book recently presented to Parliament, 
on the working of the Diseases of Animals Act, 1894, in 
Ireland, it is shown that the record for the year 1896 is 
satisfactory. No outbreak of any contagious cattle 
disease, which came under the operation of the Acts 
and Orders in Council occurred during the year. It is 
estimated that there are over 4,400,000 cattle in Ireland. 
Although swine fever still exists in many districts of 
that country, there has been a substantial decrease in 
the number of confirmed outbreaks last year, as com- 
pared with the two preceding years. In regard to rabies, 
687 animals, of which 491 were dogs, were reported as 
affected, as against 771 in the previous year. In a con- 
siderable number of suspected cases, the existence of 
the disease was verified by special experimental investi- 
gation, under arrangements made by the Veterinary 
Department, for that purpose. Steps will, no doubt, be 
taken to give effect to the report of the Departmentze.] 
Committee of the Board of Agriculture. 4889 cases of 
sheep-scab were reported during year, as against 4899 in 
1896. No foreign animals are at present allowed to be 
imported into Ireland. —7'he Field. 


ARMY VETERINARY DEPARTMENT. 


?xtract from London Gazette, dated, June Ist, 1897: 

Hon.-Artillery Company of London.—-F. 5S. Stanley, 
Gent., to be Veterinary-Lieutenant. Dated, June 2nd, 
1897. 

The annual dinner of the Army Veterinary Depart- 
ment was held at the Hotel Metropole, on the Ist instant, 
when the following officers were present :~-Veterinary- 
Colonel J. D. Lambert, C.B., Direetor General ; Veteri 
nary-Lieutenant-Colonels J. H. B. Hallen, C. LE. ; 
W. B. Walters, C.B.; J. Kettle, J.C. Berne, J. Reilly : 
Veterinary-Majors G. Durrant, lk. Rowe, I. Matthews, 
J. K. Grainger, J. J. Phillips, S. Dutf-Gillespie, T. Flin- 


'toff, J. D. Edwards, W. A. Crow, F. Smith, D.C. 


Pallin, J. A. Nunn, C.LE., D.S.O. ; Veterinary-Captains 
A. A. Jones, R. Pringle, R. Moore, J.T. Dibben, G. A. 
Fenton, F. J. Short, J. Cooper, ©. §:. Nuthall, E. R. C. 
Butler, J. A. Meredith, A. J. Haslam, D. J. Barry, G. NK. 
Griffith, D.S.O., Principal Veterinary officer, Kgyptian 
Army ; Veterinary-Lieutenants F. B. Drage, J. A. Jack- 
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son, J. Moore, F. C. Stratton, H. T. Sawyer, A. Smith, 
H. M. Len1aox-Conyngham, W. A. Pallin, E. E. Martin, 


P. J. Harris, and nea eg are W. Scott, Principal | -_ 


Veterinary Officer, New South Wales. 


. 








Veterinary-Lieut.-Colonel F Duck, now Principal 
Veterinary Officer in India, has been selected to succeed 
Veterinary-Colonel J. Drummond-Lambert, C.B., as 
Director-General of the Army Veterinary Department 
at the War Office, and will take up his duties on June 
28th. He joined the Army July 31st, 1867, became Ist 
‘Class Veterinary Surgeon December 9, 1885, Inspecting 
Veterinary Surgeon June 28th, 1890. He served in the 


South African Wars, 1877-78-79 and 1881, operating | 
against Sekukuni in the Kaffir and Zulu campaigns, in- | 


cluding battles of Hlobana, Kambula, and Ulundi 


(mentioned in despatches, medal with clasp), and also | 


in the Transvaal campaign. In the Bechuanaland 
expedition, 1884-85 was Senior Veterinary Officer with 
the forces (honourably mentioned and promoted Ist 
Class Veterinary Surgeon, ranking with Major). 


Veterinary-Lieut.-Colonel H. Thompson, Inspecting 
Veterinary Officer, Punjab Cammand has been selected 
to succeed Veterinary-Colonel Duck as Principal Veteri- 
nary Officer in India. He joined the Army November 
Ist, 1871, and served with the 19th Hussars in the 
Egyptian War of 1882, and was present in the action at 
Kassassin, September 9, and at the battle of Tel-el-Kebir 
(promoted 1st: Class Veterinary Surgeon, medal with 
clasp, and Khedive’s star) ; served in the Soudan expedi- 
tion in 1884 with the 19th Hussars, and was present in 
the engagement at El-Teb and Tamai (granted the rela- 
tive rank of Major, two clasps).—Army & Vavy Gazette. 











OBITUARY 





G. R. Srattarp, M.R.C.V.S., Pontypool. 
Jraduated, Lond. May 17, 1895. 
H.S. Eglington, M.R.C.V.S., Cerne Abbas, Dorchester. 
Graduated, Lond. Dec. 19, 1889. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


THE FELLOWSHIP FARCE. 





Sir 

T hope the F.R.C.V.S. will pardon me for dubbing the 
Fellowship examination a farce, but in my humble opinion 
it is nothing else. It is stated in the fellowship diploma 
that the degree “ has been instituted for the advancement 
of veterinary science.” Such statement would lead one 
to believe that a higher standard of knowledge—pro- 
fessional or educational was necessary to obtain the 
higher (?) degree—but must admit that the Fellowship 
examination is not near so difficult as the membership, 
in fact the simplicity of the questions set for the former 
is enough to take one’s breath away. I hope if the exam. 
for the F.R.C.V.S. is to be continued for the “advance- 


ment of veterinary knowledge” that a suitable test will | 
be applied to ascertain if the candidates possessed the | 


supposed “advanced knowledge.” Of course if it is only 
held to increase the revenue of the R.C.V.S. the sooner 
that is understood the better, and a statement to the fol- 
lowing effect issued “ F.R.C.V.S. granted on payment of 
fifteen guineas to Secretary R.C.V.S.” and not subject the 
candidates to the ordeal of the examination farce.—I am, 
sir, yours faithfully, 


F.R.C.V.S. 
‘Our correspondent’s statements are entirely opposed to 
the facts in our knowledge. Perhaps he is referring to the 
examination of four years ago. If not he should really give 
some reasons for statements which may be purely imagina- 
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tive or absolutely untrue. It is unfxsir to examiners to make 
statements of this kind, unsupported by a particle of evi- 
dence, and hidden behind an undistinguishable signature, 





VETERINARY PERVERSITY AND MILKBORNE 


‘ MEDICAL HALLUCINATIONS. 
SIR, ~ 
Please do not mistake the headline for the sub-title 


of a pantomime at the Great Asculapian Theatre, bear- 


ing the legend of “ The Ailing Cow,” or “ The Doctor and 
his Bogey Beast.” I do not wish to jest, strorfg as is the 
temptation to take Mr. Ernest Hart’s special pleading as 
an expansion of that dramatically pathetic plea in Bar- 
dell v. Pickwick, viz., “chops and tomato sauce,” but to 
take him seriously. May I be allowed for a few moments 
to devil for poor Vacca and her wicked accomplice the 
veterinary surgeon, and I will deal with Mr. Hart’s paper 


| sereatine. 


St. Helen’s, 1895.—The animals were kept in disobed- 


| ience to section 12 of the Dairies, Cowsheds, and Milk- 
'shops Order, 1885, and if the M.O.H. had been assisted 


by a Vet. M.O.H. the condition would not have been 
tolerated. 

Bacup.—-This tells strongly in favour of the cow. 

Sunderland, 1882.—If the cow had been under regular 
veterinary inspection and certified free from disease, the 
human source of infection would have been discovered 
earlier. 

Shirley Warren, 1894.—This condition is covered by 
sec. 9 of 1885 Order, and is human only. Ropy milk asa 
rule arises from the action of the bacteria contained in 
dirty utensils, and as I have often found in large towns 
in the case of boiled milk, from the admixture of rice 
and starch. Here please blame the human agent before 
the cow. 

Milk of Newly-calved Cows.—Compare human infants, 
young pigs, etc., and as every dairy in the kingdom is 
dependent on freshly-calved cows for its existence, take 
the weight of negative evidence against the few suppo- 
sititious cases quoted. Upton, Macclesfield, and Sutton 
Coldfield would have profited by consulting a veterinary 
surgeon as to the health of the new additions to the 
dairies, who would have seen that sec. 15 of 1885 Order 
was carried out. 

Struggle between medical men and veterinarians is not 
of the latter’s choosing, and if the former would act with 
them instead of surmising without them, public health 
would be better conserved. The solid data of the Hen- 
don controversy reflect more credit on the diagnostic 
acumen of the veterinary investigator than on that of the 
medical officers. 

Summary.—“ The story is sad etc.” It is, because 
preventable, but would be much sadder were it not for the 
constant and unceasing efforts of private veterinary 
practitioners to keep cows healthy and cowsheds clean. 

It reflects little credit on our boasted sanitary advance- 
ment. Decidedly, because the State and the medical 
profession refuse to profit by the veterinary surgeon's 
intimate knowledge of the cow, both in health and 
disease, he being fitted both by education and daily ex- 
perience to prevent the recurrence of past sanitary and 
pathological blunders. A statesman or a doctor would 
admit a gamekeeper’s superiority in such a matter as the 
training of a spaniel, but they seem terribly afraid to 
allow that a veterinary graduate can apply the laws of 
health to a cow. Is it for the same reason as when the 
smiths of Ephesus led the riot with the cry of “Great 1s 
Diana?” ; 

“To be killed by professing remedies is a bitter wrony 
of fate.” Aye, aye, it is; and it is graceful for a doctor to 
admit it. Were it not better to change the remedy! «.<., 
to put the cowsheds under the control of veterinary 
surgeons ? 

“Death in the milkpail and also in the milk.” In the 
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milk from the milk pail, if not, let the cows be frequently 
inspected by men who would quickly detect disease. ~ 

“ These things being so, what is to be done?” Let the 
medical men cry like the Macedonians “Come over and 
help us” to the veterinarians ; let the State, the parent 
of the people, say, the guardian of the bovine health, the 
veterinary surgeon, shall be the guardian of the public 
health in so far as the latter depends upcn the former, 
and the veterinary profession will be willing to bring 
education, experience, skill, and research to help the 
medical profession in their war against disease, distress, 
and dirt. 

With your leave to note a few inaccurracies in the 
cases quoted in Mr. Hart’s appendix, I will close. | 
might say much more in answer to Mr. Hart’s arguments. 
I might retort that I have known medical men who have 
failed to differentiate well developed small-pox from 
chicken-pox, and have declared a woman to be én e,tre- 
mis with cancer of the womb, who within an hour has 
been delivered of a healthy child, but mudslinging is a 
dangerous pastime, and I will desist. 

Iam glad that some few local authorities recognise 
that their veterinary surgeon is an officer to rely on, and 
one whose advice is given for the public weal ; but alas 
such bodies are few. I am glad that I have met M.O’s.H. 
who appreciate the help of their confrére who deals with 
brute ts ; but alas, they are not numerous either. | 
am glad I have known sanitarians who appreciate assis- 
tance from a veterinary surgeon ; but their name is not 
legion, and with one and all, if the veterinary surgeon is 
a private practitioner, he keeps on better terms if his 
motto is pas de zéle rather than trop de zle. So that 
possibly it is advantageous to the individual to let doctors 
differ on their milky way. 

Appendix. 

1. A.V.S. inspector would enforce the Order of 1885. 

2. The cow not to blame. 

3. Not proven. 

6. Calves dragged in willy-nilly. 

7. Not proven. Post hoc, propter hoc. 

Croydon.—Indefinite. 

Worcester.—V.S. wanted to enforce Order. 

Glasgow.—Not proven. 


inchley.—-V eterinary opinion required as to existence | 


of tuberculosis. 
Appendix II. 


North London.—Post hoc, propter hoe, 
advice required. 

Stapleton.—Vet M.O.H. necessary. 

Norfolk.—What was the cow’s temperature chart’ 

Upton.—Cart before horse. 

Sutton.—-V 8. required. 

Enfield.—Not proven. 

Charlton.—N ot proven. 

Glasgow.—N ot proven. 

Langham.—Imaginary. 

Hastings.._No V.M.O.H. 

Blackheath.—Cow acquitted. 

Fras. EVELYN PLACE. 


THE COW AND HUMAN DISEASE. 

IR, 

I read with much interest your remarks upon the cow 
and human disease, and a good many of the profession 
have been striving to convince the legislature that in all 
matters in which animals are directly related to man, 
the veterinarian is the best qualified to judge. 1 am 
sure that many of the profession do nct give a moments 
thought to many of the things which the medical pro- 
fession has been crying about, such as bloody milk, ropy 
milk, blue milk, and teat eruption, etc. If veterinary 
surgeons in dairying districts would bestow a little more 


time—would advise their clients as to the best class of | 
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the medium of your paper, that the c 
| a horse by docking, preferred by the Royal Society for 


veterinary 
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cows suited for dairying purposes, also upon sanitation 
and general surroundings ; and would impress upon 
authorities and the legislature the necessity of refusing 
licenses to those who are not capable of conducting a dairy, 
who through want of ect knowledge are not able 
to make a profitable livelihood, and thus have recourse 
to inferior cows and a staff of attendants wanting in 
general knowledge and in cleanliness, ete.. who contri- 
bute largely to the spread of infections diseases should 
any arise. 

Whenever an outbreak of infectious diseases occurs 
in a family, the medical officer of health asks where do 
you get your milk! The answer is “from such and 
such a place,” and off he sets with staring eyes and gap- 
ing mouth to visit the source of milk supply; and if 
perchance it happens to be one of those dairies with 
inferior cows—some of them with a tubereulous taint, 
and one or two with chafed teats, others again sutfering 
from diarrhoea and loss of coat, he puts down the 
cow as the source of infection, and classes all dairymen 
alike, because his own knowledge of animal life is 
meagre. 

[ maintain that practical dairymen who pride them- 
selves in having the very best cows, the sanitation of 
their surroundings complete, and who observe strict 
cleanliness, and try to place before the public milk 
thoroughly fit for human consumption, are not en- 
couraged ; and that unless they are we will always have 
with us a class who, from want of practical knowledge 
and a taste for dairying, will form a subject for the hue 
and ery of the medical profession. 

VETERINARY SURGEON, 

Edinburgh, May 27th. 


HALIFAX DOCKING PROSECUTION. 
SIR, 
We wish to make it known to the “anesagee yo through 
iarge of cruelty to 


the Prevention of Cruelty to animals against Mr. Apple- 
yard, M.R.C.V.S., of Halifax, was dismissed by the 
Magistrates on the 31st ult. 

The prosecution did not allege any want of skill in the 
performance oi the operation, the issue before the court 
being, whether or aot it was cruelty to dock a horse. 
A shorthand note of the evidence was taken and when 
transcribed will be forwarded to you. The Magistrates 
offered to state a case for the opinion of a higher court, 


| assuming one was applied for, so the matter is still sub- 
judice. 


We will, in due course, according to promise, send to 
your paper a full list of subscriptions and a balance 


sheet showing how the money has been expended. 


P. M. WALKER. 
A. W. BriaGs. 


June 3rd. 


PUBLIC HEALTH (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

SIR, . °*f . , 
As showing the interest manifested in our welfare I 
send you the enclosed letter from Captain Jessel, M.P., 
on the subject.—-Yours faithfully, : 
Jno, A. W. DOLLAR. 

50, Mount Street, W., 

28th May, 1897. 
DEAR SIR, 
Captain Jessel wishes me to forward to you the en- 
closed copy of clause 40 (1) of the Public Health (Scot- 
Jand) Bill, as amended in committee, which he trusts 
meets the views expressed in your letter to him of the 
18th March.-—I am, your faithfully, 
JoHn Hunt. 


J. A. W. Dotan, Fse., 
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“WOMEN” VETERINARY SURGEONS, ETC. 


“Get you to Guy’s ; get you to Bart’s 
Here is no place for you maids.” 
Sir, 
I,presume I may 
Ado About Nothing” if ’varsity men may. 
Surely that will be the cry of the whole profession 
when there is a serious attempt made on the part of the 
maids to open the “second door,” the one leading into 


the apartment which up till now has been held private | 


to the men. The medical schools may open their dvors 
but let us pray to the gods for strength to keep ours 
closed. Is it not galling enough to have to meet, 
and hear of, men in the profession who are not gentle- 
men without having added to the number of ungentle- 
manly vets an equal number of “ungentlemanly women.” 
“Some men can sometimes be gentlemen, but no women 
can” is an apparently absurd remark made by an 
eminent novelist when speaking of the new woman. 
There is also to be considered the second and more 
selfish reason—that of the overcrowding of an already 
crowded profession. I certainly think that any man 
who advocat-s the opening of the aforesaid “second 
door” to women ought to be removed from his seat in 
the Council chamber, no matter how well in his own 
opinion or in that of anyone else, he has served the pro- 
fession in the last. Let the dead past bury its dead, 
and if the present can bring forth no lives as good as 
those brought forth by the past then let us bury the 
lives of the present and await those of the future. 
I agree with Mr. Wilson that Mr. Kidd has “ done the 
rofession some service, which they know,” but I have 
cathe “old friends and faithful servants” which have 
had to submit to the indignity of the muzzle when they 
became dangerous, and we cannot run the risk of being 
injured because we may remember the services of the 
ast. 
. I don’t understand the second part of Mr. Kidd’s 
letter in the current issue of your paper, but I daresay 
someone has taken the trouble to fathom its dark 
depths and may remark upon it. 


with interest.—I remain, sir, yours etc., 
W. B., Juar. 


Srr, 


sense in the world ; perhaps Mr. Kidd and Mr. Wilson 
would point out where I have done so. I was fully 
cognisant of the proceedings at the last “quarterly 
meeting.” 

Mr. Kidd has stated in his election address, without 
any qualification or conditions whatever, that he desires 
to see women (ladies if you like, but surely, in ordinary 
language the words are synonymous) become veterinary 
surgeons. 

Now, “call a spade a spade” and in like manner a 
V.S. a V.S. I presume it will be conceded that all those 
who are admitted members should, in the words of the 
diploma, be fully qualified to practice the art and science 
of veterinary surgery and medicine. Mr. Wilson says: 
“Tt is not absolutely necessary that they should become 
general practitioners ;” and Mr. Kidd: “ Ladies are 
unit to undertake a// the duties of a veterinary sur- 
geon.” Surely this is the pith of the whole question, 
bearing out my contention, and both directly contradict 
themselves ; for as a matter of fact a proficiency in 
general practice is, and must always be, absolutely neces- 
sary. Abrogate or modify this one condition, and I con- 
tend that the provisions of charters and all legal enact 
ments would be deliberately and wilfully infringed. 
Think, too, of the danger that would arise if incom- 
petent women were admitted ; would not the same con- 





Lam not aware that I have claimed all the common- 


be allowed to misquote from “Much | 


ditions apply to men, “Sauce for the goose is sauce for 

the gander ;” and if women are wnfit to undertake «// 

the duties why of course they are “ot eligible to be ad- 
| mitted to the examinations, and to receive the diploma 
| of the R.C.V.S.;” to sum up they cannot become veteri- 
| nary surgeons. 

It is not necessary to qualify as a V.S. to become a 
bacteriologist, if women choose the latter vocation, I can- 
not see any objection ; but how many wouldebe required, 
and what would be the chances of females obtaining em- 
ployment, and how often is the outcry raised that the 
veterinary and other professions are already over- 
crowded ? " 

There is the legal profession which to my mind is par- 
ticularly suited for women, but that (at least in this 
country) has not yet opened its portals. Mr. Wilson 
quotes Miss Ormerod as an example, but this is no eri- 
terion, as her researches in entomology are the result of 
a labour of love, and show up the true gentleness of her 
character. 

Professional work from its inception is not all a pas- 
time, one cannot always ensure success and ascend to 
the top round of the ladder of fame_ by a single bound, 
generally and most often it is struggling, uphill work. 

Heaven forbid, for one moment that I should wish to 
depreciate woman, her goodness and her worth. My 
whole nature rebels at such a thought, as I am proud to 





own toa happy wedded life. I could say much more but 
feel confident that the general conscensus of opinion 
will be with me, and although, for our less fortunate 
sisters the opening up of suitable vocations for them is a 
good sign of the times, yet I still maintain those who 
would presume to become veterinary surgeons are devoid 
of true womanly nature. | 

Let woman fulfil the destiny that Nature has marked 


out for her, as the devoted wife, noble mother, diffusing 


I await the result 





her influence around her so that her progeny may main- 
tain the traditions of our race. 

Let me conclude this subject with a few lines which 
come vividly to mind just now: 

“Oh woman! Lovely woman ! 

Nature made you to temper man, 

We had been brutes without you, 

Angels are painted fair to look like you. 
There’s in you, all that we believe in Heaven ; 
Eternal brightness, purity, and truth ; 
Amazing joy, and everlasting love.” 

As regards those members who solicit neighbours’ 
clients, I say again this is a case of honour among our- 
selves not todo so. May I remind Mr. Kidd that it 
takes two to make a bargain, and your client who allows 
himself to be influenced by the solicitation of your neigh- 
bour (V.S.) is equally the offender, and the public would 
say, “surely we can use our own discretion and please 
ourselves.” The rest of Mr. Kidd’s paragraph is totally 
irrelevant as regards the point in question. 

I have‘ not the least animus or feeling against Mr. 
Kidd, but certainly when a proposal fraught with great 
danger is before the profession, that man is no man who 
will not speak up “when there are breakers ahead.’—I 
am, sir, your obedient servant, 

“ A FELLOW FROM THE CounrTrRY.” 

June 2nd, 1897. 


‘Several interesting communications are unavoidably held over) 
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